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The recent arrival of women on corporate boards has been exten-
sively discussed in the literature. However, most of the studies
focus on very recent times. This article analyzes the presence of
women on the corporate boards of the largest firms in Switzerland
across the past hundred years. It shows that until the beginning of
the 1970s, the very fewwomen sitting on the boardroomsbelonged
to the families owning the firms. Twomain factors contributed then
to the progressive opening of the corporate elites to women. First,
the extending in 1971 of “universal suffrage” to women led to a
feminization of the political elites, and women with a political
profile entered the boardrooms of firms in the distribution and
retailing sector. Second, the increasing globalization of the
economy at the end of the twentieth century contributed to weaken
the cohesion of the very male and Swiss corporate elite. At the
beginning of the twenty-first century, however, the presence of
women remained low in international comparison, and they were
still hitting the “glass ceiling” regarding the top positions in the firm.
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Introduction

For a very long time, women have been largely absent from large firms’
boardrooms in the so-called developed world, both at the strategic and
executive levels. The situation has improved since the end of the twen-
tieth century, although their presence remains low in comparison to
men and is characterized by important differences across countries.1

The recent inclusion of women on corporate boards has led to impor-
tant public debates, notably concerning the controversial quota issue. It
has also been extensively discussed in academic literature, in particu-
lar in sociology and management studies,2 in which scholars have
addressed a variety of issues related to “board diversity,” such as the
impact of women’s integration in boardrooms on the firms’ perfor-
mance—known as the business case argument—the profiles of female
directors who managed to access board appointments, and the obsta-
cleswomen continue to face in reaching such positions. However,most
of these studies only focus on very recent times, and thus miss out on
the underlying historical and political factors that have contributed to
the long-term exclusion of women from positions of power.

This article aims at filling this gap and contributes to the existing
literature on board diversity by carrying out an empirical analysis of
thepresenceofwomenon the largest Swiss firms’ corporateboards across
the past hundred years. Switzerland is a particularly interesting case
study, as the presence of a female corporate elite is still very low in
international comparison. However, women have been largely left out
from research on Swiss business and corporate elites until now,3 and
Switzerland is usually not taken into account in the few existing compar-
ative studies.4 I argue that inorder tounderstand thecurrent situation, it is
necessary to identify the historical and political factors that have contrib-
uted to the enduring exclusion of women and to take into account the
social construction of gender. In this sense, insights from the Swiss case
can also contribute to a better understanding of the obstacles that women
continue to face in achieving board appointments around the world.

1. For a recent analysis of gender diversity across the world’s largest compa-
nies, see Egon Zehnder, Global Board Diversity Analysis.

2. For a comparative study, see Vinnicombe et al., Women, which analyzes
women’s representation on corporate boards in eleven countries, including the
United States, Canada, and European and Arab countries.

3. An exception is Ruigrok, Peck, and Tacheva, “Nationality and Gender,” but
their contribution, which analyzes the 2003 situation, does not take into account the
historical perspective or themore recent changes. For a synthesis until 2010, see also
Mach et al., Les élites économiques, 28–37.

4. For example, Switzerland is not included in the abovementioned research of
Vinnicombe et al., Women.
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This article also aims at contributing to the existing literature on
corporate elites by integrating a feminist analysis of these elites’ power,
which remains scarce in comparison to analyses of working-class
masculinity.5 In order to do so, this research builds on a recent study
carried out by Eelke Heemskerk and Meindert Fennema on the Dutch
case – one of the rare long-term analyses of women’s inclusion in
corporate elites.6 As the authors argue, female presence on corporate
boards can be considered a form of elite democratization, as it contrib-
utes to a better demographic representation of the population within
this elite. In the Dutch case, the state initiated this process in the 1970s
by giving seats on the boards of government-controlled firms towomen.
It was thus an “exogenous democratization,” in the sense that changes
were not implemented by the corporate elites themselves.7 In the sub-
sequent period, internationalization contributed in an important way
to the promotion of a female presence on the corporate boards, notably
through the integration of foreign female directors. This article inves-
tigates to what extent the recent inclusion of women on corporate
boards followed a similar pattern in Switzerland, another small and
highly internationalized economy.8

This article is structured as follows. The first section discusses the
historical roots of female exclusion from the corporate elite and the
subsequent exclusion of businesswomen from business history
research. The following part gives an overview of the current debates
related to board diversity. I then integrate Switzerland in an interna-
tional comparison before presenting themethod and data used in this
contribution. In the next sections, I analyze my data set and discuss
the long-term evolution of women’s presence among the largest
Swiss firms for the past hundred years. This allows me to show that
women have been sitting on the boards of family firms since the
beginning of the twentieth century, although in very small numbers.
Two major turning points contributed then to increase the presence
of women on corporate boards, namely, the extending in 1971 of
“universal suffrage” to women and, later, the increasing globaliza-
tion and internationalization of the economy at the end of the twen-
tieth century. The state played only a very marginal and late role.
This leads me to come back to the more recent issue of quotas in the
concluding remarks.

5. Cousin, Khan, and Mears, “Theoretical”, 234; see also Rabier, “Élites.”
6. Heemskerk and Fennema, “Women on Board.”
7. Heemskerk and Fennema, “Women on Board,” 255.
8. For a comparison on corporate governance of both countries in the recent

period, see Heemskerk and Schnyder, “Small States.”
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The Historical Exclusion of Women from Corporate Elites

For a long time, business history has largely ignored women’s contri-
butions to business. To a certain extent, this omission resulted from the
exclusion of women from leading positions in the business world,
which was mostly a man’s world. In this sense, the understanding of
the historical mechanisms that contributed to exclude women from
corporate elites helps to offer a better understanding of the current
challenges that women still have to face and to deconstruct the biolog-
ical argument that tends to attribute different roles in society tomenand
women according to their biological sex. In fact, feminist authors have
shown that the subjective identities ofmen andwomen have historical,
social, and cultural origins.9 Women’s long-term exclusion from cor-
porate elites in Western societies is historically rooted in the funda-
mental inequalities of power based on sex, andmore specifically in the
division of labor between women and men that was built up during
nineteenth-century industrialization.10 The separation between the
household and the workplace, which has ultimately been accepted as
a “natural” division, was in fact, as underlined by Joan Scott, histori-
cally constructed by capitalist rhetoric.11 As the author shows, indus-
trialization in itself did not lead, contrary to common belief, to an
inexorable separation between the household and work. According to
her, the sexual labor division rather followed the idea spread by
eighteenth- and nineteenth-century political economists, such as
Adam Smith and Jean-Baptiste Say, that men needed to gain enough
money to sustain the whole family, producing the figure of the male
breadwinner. Meanwhile, women’s subsistence became dependent on
men, and women involved in the labor market became second-rank
workers, mostly confined to precarious employment and paid less than
men when doing a similar job.12

The sexual division of labor that had been established with indus-
trialization persisted durably. The role model of the housewife, which
became self-evident during the second half of the nineteenth century,
implied that women had to stay at home in order to take care of the
children.13 For the working classes, domestic work did not in reality
exclude wage-earning work, and women were often concurrently
engaging in both activities. The situation was, however, different for
women belonging to themiddle and upper classes. The elites tended to

9. E.g., Beauvoir, Le deuxième sexe; Scott, “Gender.”
10. Scott, “La travailleuse.”
11. Scott, “La travailleuse,” 490–495.
12. Scott, “La travailleuse.”
13. Sohn, “Entre deux guerres,” 168, 179.
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associate women with sensitiveness rather than with intelligence and
to confine them to the household, while the public sphere became the
prerogative of men.14

The gendered division of laborwas translated into legal frameworks.
With the first Industrial Revolution and the rise of family capitalism,
married women were excluded from the independent legal right to
businessownership over a certain period, which varied according to
national context.15Thisdoesnotmean thatwomendidnot takeanactive
part in the family business, but it did lead “to a structural statistical
underestimation” of their economic activities.16 InmanyWestern coun-
tries, women remained legally economically dependent on men during
the twentieth century. In France, for example, women were considered
in the civil code to be under the care of their fathers or husbands; until
1907, they did not have the right to use their salaries freely.17 In Swit-
zerland, the 1912marriage law, which remained unchanged until 1987,
decreed that the husband had to provide for the financial needs of the
family, while the wife had to provide for the domestic needs—in other
words, the household and the children. The husband even had the right
to forbid his wife to work outside the house, if it was considered a threat
to the marriage.18 Both world wars had disputed effects on women’s
position in the labor market—and more generally on women’s emanci-
pation. The extended conflicts led to the temporary mobilization of
women in the labor market and opened up new professional opportuni-
ties for them.19However, the ends of bothworldwarswere followedby a
strong resurgence in patriarchal conservatism, and real changes only
occurred with the second-wave of feminism in the 1960s.20 In spite of
the important integration of women in education and the labor market,
gender inequalities persisted during the twentieth century.21 Generally
speaking, women remained largely excluded from positions with
responsibility, and all European countries are still characterized by a
horizontal and vertical segregation according to gender.22

Because of these structural gender inequalities, the economichistory
of women was essentially rooted in social and labor history and was

14. Sohn, “Entre deux guerres,” 168.
15. Curli, “Women Entrepreneurs,” 640; see also Göransson, “Gender.”
16. Curli, “Women Entrepreneurs,” 640.
17. Sohn, “Entre deux guerres,” 189.
18. Schulz, “Une combinaison,”132.
19. Thébaud, “La Grande Guerre.”
20. Sohn, “Entre deux guerres,” 95; Thébaud, “Introduction”; for the Swiss

case, see Schoeni, Crise économique.
21. Lagrave, “Une émancipation,” 583.
22. Blanchard, Le Feuvre, and Metso, “Les femmes,” 73.
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relatively ignored by “traditional” economic and business history.23

However, the long absence in historiography of researches investi-
gating the contribution of women to business cannot be explained
only by their marginal presence in leading positions. To a certain
extent, it also ensued from the structure of the field of business his-
tory, which itself was dominated by male scholars who had rendered
businesswomen invisible.24 In this perspective, the 1990s repre-
sented a turning point: “After years of struggles for property rights,
civil rights, and equal rights, women occupied enough seats on cor-
porate boards, university faculties and government offices, and gen-
erated enough new businesses and large enough sales to make them
seen and heard.”25 In the field of business history, scholars began to
reassess women’s participation in business activities during past
centuries.26 For instance, Josephine Maltby and Janette Rutterford
have uncovered the important contribution made by women stock
investors in both public and private English firms in the nineteenth
and early twentieth centuries, showing that this contribution had
been largely ignored by the literature.27 Moreover, several scholars
have contributed to highlight the invisible, but nevertheless crucial
role of women in family firms.28

The Turn of the Twenty-First Century and the Debates on Board
Diversity

The increasing presence of women on corporate boards since the end
of the twentieth century has also been widely discussed in sociology
andmanagement studies. It has notably become a predominant aspect
of a broader discussion on board diversity, which also includes
nationality, race, and ethnicity issues, in particular in the United
States, where “all-male” and “all-white” corporate boards have been
pervasive in large firms. Most of this literature, often rooted in man-
agement studies, tries to evaluate how women (or ethnic minorities)
on corporate boards impact a firm’s performance.29 This approach

23. Kwolek-Folland, “Gender,” 4.
24. Yeager, “Reframing,” 10.
25. Yeager, “Reframing.”
26. Kwolek-Folland, IncorporatingWomen; Yeager,Women inBusiness ;Enter-

prise & Society, special issue on “Gender and Business” 2 (March 2001).
27. Maltby and Rutterford, “She Possessed.”
28. Colli and Rose, “Family”; Nordlung Edvinsson, “Standing.”
29. See, e.g., Adams and Ferreira, “Women in the Boardroom; Campbell and

Minguez-Vera, “Gender Diversity”; Erhardt, Werbel, and Shrader, “Board of Direc-
tor”; Singh, Vinnicombe, and Johnson, “Women Directors.”
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has, however, several limits, and has produced conflicting results.30

First, it remains very difficult to empirically prove the link between
board diversity and a firm’s performance, notably because it is hard to
isolate the impact of gender on a firm’s performance from other factors
of diversity, such as age or the time spent in the firm, and because
women are still too scarce on boards.31 Second, most studies take for
granted the alleged differences between men and women. The effects
on gender equality are thus ambivalent, because most of the time the
studies that actually argue in favor of more “feminine leadership”
contribute at the same time to reproducing gender stereotypes and,
as a consequence, the gender division of labor.32 Interestingly, alleged
“feminine characteristics” such as risk aversion33 or noncompetitive
behavior,34 which had been perceived for a long time as incompatible
with leadership, have becomemore andmore valued. The 2008 finan-
cial crisis contributed to this shift in perception, as the crisis was
largely perceived as the consequence of a typically men-only risk-
taking behavior.35

In a more interesting and convincing way, several studies in the
field of sociology and management studies have investigated issues
other than the impact of gender on a firm’s performance, such as the
profile of women who have succeeded in entering corporate board-
rooms36 or the remaining barriers to appointing female directors. In
this regard, Val Singh and Susan Vinnicombe argued that the persis-
tent exclusion of women in topUK boardrooms at the beginning of the
twenty-first century cannot be explained by women’s lack of ambi-
tion, but rather by social identity, social networks, and cohesion
theories, as elite male directors prefer candidates similar to them-
selves.37 However, most of these studies focus on the contemporary
period only and thus miss out on the underlying historical and polit-
ical factors that have contributed to the enduring exclusion of women
from positions of power, but also the factors that have led to their
progressive inclusion.

30. Post and Byron, “Women on Boards.”
31. Heemskerk and Fennema, “Women on Board,” 256; for a very good synthe-

sis, Landrieux-Kartochian, “Femmes et performance.”
32. Billing and Alvesson, “Questioning”; Landrieux-Kartochian, “Femmes et

performance.”
33. Jianakoplos and Bernasek, "Are Women.”
34. Niederle and Vesterlund, “Do Women.”
35. Prügl, “If Lehmann Brothers”; Roberts, “Financial Crisis.”
36. On French firms, see Singh et al., “Legitimacy Profiles”; Bender, Dang, and

Scotto, “Les profils”; on the Swiss case, seeRuigrok, Peck, andTacheva, “Nationality
and Gender.”

37. Singh and Vinnicombe, “Why So Few Women.”
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Women on Corporate Boards: The Swiss Case in International
Comparison

Egon Zehnder38 has analyzed the 2016 level of gender diversity in the
boardrooms of the world’s largest public companies, those firms with
market capitalization exceeding €6 billion. Its findings show that Swit-
zerland was clearly lagging behind other Western European countries,
with a proportion of only 19.2 percent of women on boards against an
average of 26.2 percent (Figure 1). As usual, this kind of international
comparison must be interpreted with caution, because of the existence
of different governance structures according to the individual
countries,39 and also because the constitution of the firms’ samples
may differ from one country to another. Notwithstanding these limits,
these comparisons allow somebroad trends to be shown that areworthy
of interest.

Seven countries are situated above the European average of 26.2
percent: Norway (39.7 percent), Sweden (37.7 percent), France (37.5
percent), Italy (32.2 percent), Finland (30.9 percent), Belgium (27.9 per-
cent), and theUnitedKingdom (26.3percent).Norwayheads the table, as

39.7 37.7 37.5
32.2 30.9 27.9 26.3 23.8 22.5 22.2 22.2 21.4 19.2 17.1 16.2 14.3
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Figure 1 Percent of board positions held by women in the largest companies of
Western European countries, 2016.

Source: Appendix to Egon Zehnder, Global Board Diversity Analysis (accessed April
21, 2017).

38. EgonZehnder,Global BoardDiversity Analysis. EgonZehnder is a privately
owned consulting firm advising senior executives and boards around the world. It
has been studying gender diversity in the boardroom since 2004.

39. Heemskerk and Fennema, “Women on Board,” 255.
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a result of the legislation targeting a figure of 40 percent ofwomen on the
boards of all public limited companies, which was passed by the Nor-
wegianParliament inNovember 2003.40 FollowingNorway, a pioneer in
the matter of quota, in January 2011 the French government passed a
law, the Copé-Zimmermann Law, establishing gender quotas for corpo-
rate boards, also aiming at 40 percent of women on listed corporate
boards by 2017.41 Italy, Belgium, and Finland have also introduced
quotas during recent years. Only two countries situated above the
European average did not opt for the quota system. In Sweden, which
is nevertheless second place in the table, the Parliament rejected quotas
for women on boards of listed companies in January 2017.42 The United
Kingdom has also shown a strong reluctance toward quotas. There, the
increase in women seems to be related to the release in 2003 of two
reports, the Higgs Review and the subsequent Tyson Report, which both
recommended the inclusion of more women and ethnic minorities on
UK corporate boards.43 Despite an overall progression of the female
presence on corporate boards, women remained largely absent from
themost powerful roles in the firm, such as chairperson or CEO. Indeed,
women held less than 4 percent of the CEO roles in Egon Zehnder’s
research sample.44 The assessment also applies to the United States,
although at the beginning of the twentieth century women represented
almost half of the U.S. labor force.45

With only 19.2 percent of women on the boards of the largest firms,
Switzerland clearly lagged behind most European countries, as only
Austria (17.1), Luxembourg (16.2), Greece (14.3), and Portugal (10.1)
were doing worse in terms of gender equality. Several studies have
highlighted the persistent exclusion of women from the boards of the
largest Swiss firms.46 These studies, however, are mostly bringing this
exclusion to the readers’ attention rather than addressing the issue.
Authors adopting a long-term perspective show that men dominated
the boards of the largest Swiss firms during the entire twentieth cen-
tury.47 Board recruitment relied on a process of co-optation, in which
elite men chose other men to sit at their side. The male corporate elite
became a very cohesive group, thanks notably to the small size of the
country. Things began to change during the last decade of the twentieth

40. Hoel, “The Quota Story.”
41. Singh et al., “Legitimacy Profiles.”
42. “Sweden rejects quotas for women on boards of listed companies,” The

Guardian, January 12, 2017.
43. Sealy, Vinnicombe, and Singh, “The Pipeline.”
44. Egon Zehnder, Global Board Diversity Analysis, 19.
45. Arfken, Bellar, and Helms, “Ultimate Glass,”180–181.
46. E.g., David et al., “Elites”; Davoine et al., “Impacts.”
47. Mach et al., Les élites économiques.
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century,with the quickening of economic globalization, the affirmation
of the shareholder value ideology, and the growing internationalization
of firms, which had a strong impact on Swiss corporate governance and
on the profile of the elites leading the Swiss firms.48 Several scholars
have shown how these changes have contributed to the decline of the
Swiss corporate network49 and to the increase in foreigners among the
corporate elite,50 with some studies showing how both aspects are
interrelated.51 However, the impact of these changes for women
remains largely neglected in these researches.

Data and Method

The present study stems from a collective research project on Swiss
elites, the aim of which is to analyze the Swiss business, political, and
administrative elite in a long-term perspective. For this purpose, we
have created a large database and collected biographical information
for the elites of the three spheres across the past hundred years for
different benchmark years (1910, 1937, 1957, 1980, 2000, 2010, and
2015).52 The choice of the dates was made so as to take into consider-
ation different stages in the history of Switzerland, but it was also
influenced by the availability of the data. For the economic sphere,
the 110 (on average) largest Swiss firms for each benchmark year were
selected, including the industrial, services, and financial sectors.53 For
the industrial and services sectors, companies were selected according
to the turnover and the number of employees and according to market
capitalization for the more recent period. For the financial sector, total
assets represented the main criterion in order to select the most impor-
tant banks, insurance companies, and finance companies. A number of
very different sources were used, such as stock exchange manuals,
financial yearbooks, monographs about individual companies, and

48. Bühlmann, David, and Mach, “Cosmopolitan Capital”; David et al., De la
“Forteresse des Alpes ”; Davoine et al., “Impacts.”

49. Schnyder et al., Rise and Decline; Ginalski, David, and Mach, “From
National Cohesion.”

50. Dyllick and Torgler, “Bildungshintergrund”; David et al., “Elites.”
51. David et al., De la “Forteresse des Alpes ”; Davoine et al., “Impacts.”
52. This data set was originally created in a research project financed by the

Swiss National Science Foundation (grant no. 100012-113550/1), which took place
from 2007 until 2011. This is an ongoing research project, and new sections have
been developed on academic and cultural elites. For more information, see the
website of the project, where the database is also available: www.unil.ch/obelis/
en/home.html.

53. This part of the research was related to a previous research project on Swiss
corporate governance. For more information about the constitution of the firm’s
sample, see David et al., De la “Forteresse des Alpes,” 473–476.
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annual reports of firms. For the more recent period, data were mostly
derived from annual reports and from companies’ websites.

FollowingMills, we define elites as personswho “are in a position to
make decisions having major consequences.”54 The Swiss corporate
governance system is marked by a one-tier board system. The board of
directors can either delegate themanagement of the firm to professional
managers who are not themselves boardmembers, or they can conduct
company business themselves (they are then designated as
administrateurs-délégués, hereinafter managing directors). The Swiss
corporate elite comprises then, for each firm and each benchmark year,
the members of the board of directors, the general director, and when
they exist, the managing directors. Ultimately, 808 persons in 1910,
739 in 1937, 829 in 1957, 886 in 1980, 852 in 2000, 891 in 2010, and
932 in 2015were identified as representing the corporate elite.Wehave
collected systematic information for each person concerning the sex,
nationality, and position(s) held in the 110 largest Swiss firms.

For the present contribution, I have identified for each benchmark
year the number of women sitting on boards of directors and holding a
top executive position. I have then collectedmoredetailed biographical
information for these women, notably concerning their social origins
and their potential kinship ties to the family owning the firm in the case
of family firms.Different sourceswere used, such as genealogical alma-
nacs, biographical dictionaries, press articles, and for the most recent
period, companies’ websites.

(More Than) One Century of Exclusion

The database allows the tracing of the long-term evolution of women
among corporate elites and also a comparison of this evolutionwith the
position of women among political and administrative elites. Table 1
shows that women have beenmostly excluded from positions of power
in these three spheres during the main part of the twentieth century.
Interestingly, the table shows, however, that while womenwere almost
totally absent from both political and administrative elites for a long
time, theywere present among the corporate elite, even though in a very
faint proportion. Changes are visible from the 1980s, as women became
more and more important in the political and administrative elites. In
fact, as we will see later, 1971 was a turning point, as Swiss women
finally obtained the right to vote and to be elected at the federal level, a
right that had already been accorded to men in 1848, with the birth of

54. Mills, The power elite, 4.
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Table 1 Women among the Swiss elites.

1910 1937 1957 1980 2000 2010 2015

Corporate elites N = 808 N = 739 N = 829 N = 886 N = 852 N = 891 N = 932
4 (0.5%) 6 (0.8%) 5 (0.6%) 17 (1.9%) 61 (7.2%) 80 (9.0%) 141 (15.1%)

Political elites N = 231 N = 256 N = 267 N = 290 N = 283 N = 297 N = 332
0 (0.0%) 1 (0.4%) 1 (0.4%) 30 (10.3%) 64 (22.6%) 89 (30.0%) 99 (29.8%)

Administrative elites N = 77 N = 95 N = 103 N = 120 N = 108 N = 117 N = 118
0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 2 (1.7%) 10 (9.3%) 21 (17.9%) 26 (22.0%)

Note: Corporate elite: board of directors, general director, andmanaging directors of the 110 largest Swiss firms. Political elites: members of the Swiss Parliament, the Federal Council, the Conseil
d’Etat of the 26 cantons, and the executive committees of the governmental political parties. Administrative elites: members of the Federal Chancellery, chief administrative officers of the federal
departments, directors of all federal offices, members of the executive boards of the Swiss National Bank and members of the Federal Supreme Court of Switzerland.
Source: Swiss elites database, accessed June 22, 2019, www2.unil.ch/elitessuisses.
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modern Switzerland and the introduction of the Federal Constitution.
Quickly, this important change in Swiss legislation led to the entry of
women into the Swiss Parliament55 and, later on, into the Federal
Council, which is the highest executive authority in the country. Thus,
in 2015, we find that 30 percent of the political elite are women. In all
likelihood, this had an impact on other spheres, as we can observe an
increase in women among administrative and economic positions: in
2015, women represented 22 percent of the administrative elite and
15 percent of the corporate elite.

As is shownvery clearly inTable 1, changeswere remarkably slow to
happen on corporate boards. Moreover, the progression of women
holding an executive position in the firms (general director and man-
aging director) was even slower, reaching barely 4 percent in 2015, as
shown in Table 2. The few women who were present in the largest
Swiss firmswere thusmostly confined to the boards of directors, where
we observe a much clearer increase since the beginning of the twenty-
first century.

The next sections analyze further the evolution of women on Swiss
corporate boards, according to the threemain stages identified inTables 1
and2.The first onecorresponds to amajor exclusionofwomenduring the
largest part of the twentieth century, the second one to theweak increase
observed at the beginning of the 1980s, which “speeded up” during the
last phase—the period from the end of the twentieth century.

Family Capitalism and the Invisible Role of Women

As shown earlier, the labor division between women and men and the
corresponding separation between the household and work was built
up during nineteenth-century industrialization. Women were
excluded from leading positions in the economic sphere in general
and thus in large firms from the first Industrial Revolution, which
started in Switzerland during the first half of the nineteenth century.
This appears clearly in Tables 1 and 2, as women represented less than
2 percent of the corporate elite during the main part of the twentieth
century.More precisely,we find 4women to 804men in 1910, 6women
to 733 men in 1937, and 5 women to 824 men in 1957. These women
were in various economic sectors, but they sat on the boards of directors
of firms ownedby their families,most of the timewith amalemember of
the family. For example, in 1910, Elise Hoffmann-Merian (1845–1913)
was sitting on the board of the chemical firm Roche with her son, Fritz

55. Pilotti, Entre démocratisation.
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Table 2 Women among the Swiss corporate elites according to their position in the firm.

1910 1937 1957 1980 2000 2010 2015

Board of directors N = 762 N = 703 N = 786 N = 845 N = 797 N = 825 N = 852
4 (0.5%) 5 (0.7%) 5 (0.6%) 17 (2.0%) 61 (7.7%) 80 (9.7%) 138 (16.2%)

Chief executive directors and managing directors N = 129 N = 152 N = 141 N = 113 N = 114 N = 116 N = 113
0 (0.0%) 1 (0.7%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 2 (1.7%) 4 (3.5%)

Note: As there is no legal obligation for a separation of tasks between the board of directors on the one hand, and the management and executive positions on the other hands, several persons hold
both positions and are thus counted in both samples. As a consequence, the addition of both samples for each year is higher than the total number of corporate elites indicated in Table 1.
Source: Swiss elites database, accessed June 22, 2019, www2.unil.ch/elitessuisses.
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Hoffmann-La Roche, who had founded the company with his father in
1894. In 1937, Marie Hasler-Simpson (born in 1914) was a board mem-
ber of the Hasler company with her husband, Gustav Hasler. The latter
had taken over the telecommunications company after the death of his
father in 1900 and had turned it into a public firm. In 1957, Selina
Dätwyler-Gamma (1902–1993) was sitting with her two sons on the
board of directors of Dätwyler AG, a wire and rubber manufacturer
owned by her husband Adolf Dätwyler. With the one exception of Else
Selve-Wieland (1888–1971), who was in 1937 chairwoman and man-
aging director of the metalworking company Metallwerke Selve, the
few women who were present in large Swiss firms had no access to the
highest positions. The unusual case of Else Selve-Wieland can be
explained by the fact that she became the only owner of the firm after
the death of her husband in 1933.

Even if thesewomen remain exceptions, they areworthy ofmention,
because they are illustrative of the invisible—but nevertheless essential
—role that women played during a time when corporate governance
was dominated by family capitalism. Families and family firms indeed
played a key role during the first phase of the Industrial Revolution and
continued to play a decisive role in twentieth century capitalism.56 In
Switzerland, family capitalism remained very important until the
1980s.57 As underlined by Colli and Rose, “Women play a crucial role
in family business although their formal status, even today, is often
hidden.”58 They were notably essential actors in the preservation and
transmission of family patrimony among the capitalist class. They
contributed to weaving alliances among industrial families through
marriage, thus extending the “family network of trust.”59 For example,
Elise Hoffmann-Merian belonged to the very upper-classMerian family
of the canton of Basel, which was involved in wholesale trade and
capital export. Else Selve-Wieland was the daughter of businessman
Philipp Jakob Wieland and Lydia Sulzer, who belonged to one of the
most important families in the Swiss machine industry. The father of
Selina Dätwyler-Gamma, Martin Gamma, belonged to the political
elites of the canton of Uri, where the Dätwyler company was estab-
lished. Selina’s husband, Adolf, was a self-mademan ofmodest origins
whomade a career in the Schweizerische Draht-und Gummiwerke AG,
which he rechristened with his own name after he managed to
straighten out the firm and to purchase all the shares in 1917. In 1924

56. James, Family; Colli and Rose, “Family”; Colli, Fernández Pérez, and Rose,
“National Determinants.”

57. Ginalski, Du capitalisme.
58. Colli and Rose, “Family,” 203.
59. Colli, Fernández Pérez, and Rose, “National Determinants,” 40.
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hemarriedSelinaGamma,which contributed tohis upwardmobility. It
should be underlined here that this opportunity of social mobility
through marriage existed for men when they were considered to
“deserve it,” but not for women.60

Many invisible women, in the sense that they did not gain access to
the boards of the firms, have nevertheless played a similar role. For
example, HeinrichWolfer (1882–1969), managing director of Sulzer in
1937, had in 1908 married Lucie Sulzer, the daughter of Jakob Sulzer,
an associate of the family firm since 1888. Two years after his marriage,
Heinrich Wolfer joined the firm, where he then spent his entire career.
In other words, these women remained excluded from strategic posi-
tions in the firm,while giving access to these positions to newmembers
integrating into the family through marriage.

In addition to their crucial role in weaving alliances among indus-
trial families, women were usually expected to perform duties related
to the family firm, such as assisting their husbands, preparing the next
generation to take over the company, and maintaining social net-
works.61 For example, Renée Schwarzenbach-Wille (1883–1959), the
wife of Alfred Schwarzenbach, whose family owned the largest silk
industry company in the world afterWorldWar I, played an active role
in the cultural life of Zurich, the city where the couple resided. As the
vice president of an international music festival, she organized in 1920
and 1922 amajor reception in the family house, gatheringmany artistic
and intellectual personalities, including the winner of the Nobel Prize
in Literature, Hermann Hesse.62

During the greatest part of the twentieth century, the Swiss corpo-
rate elite was thus mainly a male bastion, with a few exceptions. As
mentioned earlier, the enduring exclusion of women from the boards
of large firms took place in all Western societies. However, some
factors specific to Switzerland can be highlighted. First, board
members were only recruited through a system of co-optation. In this
process, corporate elites tended to choose people belonging to the
same social categories as themselves, to the detriment of women as
well as men of more modest origins.63 Holding a rank in the army
played a very important role in this process: indeed, during the twen-
tieth century, about 50 percent of the Swiss corporate elite were or had
been officers in the Swiss army.64 Following the militia principle,
every male Swiss citizen over the age of legal majority has to enroll in

60. Mazbouri and Pavillon, “La dot.”
61. Nordlung Edvinsson, “Standing.”
62. Schwarzenbach, Maman, 142–144.
63. On this issue, see Lucas, Ginalski, and David, “Le recrutement.”
64. Davoine et al., “Impacts,”150.
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military service. Pursuing amilitary career was particularly important
in selection of elites in Switzerland, because as in Germany but unlike
France, there were no institutions dedicated specifically to the train-
ing of elites. In this sense, holding a rank in the army could be valued
as showing leadership ability. Moreover, the time spent in the army
contributed to a process of socialization among its members, strength-
ening their social cohesion. The importance of a military career in
accessing a board appointment thus constituted an indirect obstacle
for women, as the armywas only compulsory formen. Finally, the fact
that women did not have the right to vote and to be elected at the
federal level for a very long time contributed in a decisive way to
confine them to the private sphere.

The Right to Be a Citizen: A Tipping Point

As underlined by Fraisse and Perrot, the advent of democracy inWest-
ern societies during the nineteenth century was not a priori in favor of
women.65 Indeed, they had towait until the following century to obtain
full political rights, which happened at very different times in different
countries. In a comparative perspective, Switzerland clearly lagged
behind. Indeed, full political rightswere introduced in 1906 in Finland,
in 1913 in Norway, and in 1915 in Denmark and Iceland, while most
other Western countries followed in their predecessors’ footsteps after
WorldWar I, such asAustria in 1918 andGermany and theNetherlands
the following year.66 Although Switzerland did not directly take part in
the world wars, Swiss women, and especially those belonging to the
lower classes,were called up in order to stand in formenduring thewar
mobilization. But they did not receive, as in other countries, the right to
vote in return.67 Swiss conservatism on this issue was particularly
striking, as Swiss men were given the right to vote and to be elected
early on, with the 1848 Federal Constitution. Women had to wait
123 years to gain access to this fundamental right at the federal level.
Women’s suffrage was introduced in 1958 in the municipality of
Riehen, in the canton of Basel-Stadt, but the following year, the (male)
population voted against the proposition of the Federal Council
concerning women’s suffrage at the federal level.68 Until 1971, to be a
“citizen” thus meant to be a man,69 and the long struggle for women’s

65. Fraisse and Perrot, “Ordres,” 13.
66. Sineau, “Droit,” 634.
67. Pavillon, Les immobilisées, 10.
68. However, the cantons of Vaud, Neuchâtel, andGeneva introducedwomen’s

suffrage at the cantonal and municipal levels in 1959 and 1960.
69. Studer, “L’Etat.”
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suffrage hadmultiple consequences. As underlined by Patricia Schulz,
until the beginning of the 1970s, not only was the entire Swiss legal
system elaborated without women having a real power of decision, but
the fact that the fight led by feminist movements focused essentially on
women’s suffrage led to important backwardness in other regulations
related to gender as well, such as social legislation.70 This reinforced
the obstacles for women in the labor market, as Swiss legislation was,
and still is, particularly underdeveloped when it comes to childcare.
For example, maternity leave only became effective in 2005, after a
ten-year debate.

In the Netherlands, the second feminist wave of the 1970s did not
directly demand female representation in the boardroom, but played an
indirect role by insisting upon representation in the political arena and
equal rights in the labor market.71 The democratization of the political
elite then had an impact on the corporate elite, as female politicians
entered the boardroom. Moreover, their arrival was initiated by the
state, as state-controlled firms were the first to open their boards to
women.72 The Swiss situation was partly similar. At the beginning of
the 1980s, women already represented 10.4 percent of Swiss Parlia-
mentarians73 and 10.3 percent of all the political elite (see Table 1). In a
less significant way, we observe a slight increase in women in the
corporate elite, too, compared with the previous decades. Moreover,
the seventeenwomen concerned exhibited a different profile than their
predecessors. Although two of them were still sitting on the boards
of firms owned by their families—Hortense Anda-Bührle in Oerlikon-
Bührle and Suzanne Mijnssen-Gyr in Landis & Gyr—the others had no
family connection with the owners of the companies. Several of them
were political activists. A typical case was Annie Dutoit (1909–1999),
who had towork as a secretary in order to pay for her law studies, as her
parents were opposed to her getting a legal degree. She became a
lawyer, then a member of the Conseil communal in Lausanne (the
legislative organ of the city), and in 1968 its first female president.
She also presided over the Liberal Party of Lausanne.74 In 1972, she
became a member of the board of directors of the department store
Innovation, and even its chairwoman in 1979—the second woman of
our sample, after Else Selve-Wieland, to accede to this position.
Rosmarie Michel (born in 1931) is a more ambiguous but nevertheless
interesting example. Initially, this woman belonged to a business

70. Schulz, “Une combinaison,”130.
71. Heemskerk and Fennema, “Women on Board,” 264.
72. Ibid., 270.
73. Pilotti, Entre démocratisation, 69.
74. Source: Dictionnaire historique de la Suisse, online version, accessed

March 18, 2018, www.hls-dhs-dss.ch.
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family, as her father owned a confectionery store in the city of Zurich,
which she took over in 1956. Thus having a foot in the business already,
Rosmarie became a feminist activist, campaigning for better integration
of women in the economy. She was notably a member of the Interna-
tional Federation of Business and Professional Women from 1977 to
1989—and its chairwoman from 1983 to 1985.75 At the beginning of the
1980s, she was a member of the board of directors of Merkur, a firm
selling coffee and chocolate through a network of subsidiaries scattered
throughout Switzerland. As these examples show, although things
began to change slowly, some gender stereotypes were taking place at
the same time. Indeed, almost all of the women (i.e., thirteen out of the
seventeen) present in 1980 on the boards of directors of the largest firms
were cooped up in the usually “female-oriented” and “softer-side”76

distribution and retailing sector. Moreover, most of these firms were
cooperatives.

As in the Netherlands, the 1970s were thus a turning point, with
important changes implemented in the political sphere. Contrary to the
Dutch case, however, the inclusion of women in the boardrooms from
the1970swasnot initiated by the state. Indeed, noneof these firmswere
owned by the state, with the exception of the Banque populaire Suisse,
whichwas only partially owned by the state. In fact, aswewill see later,
the Swiss Federal Council only decided to introduce a quota of women
on the boards of directors of the large firms close to the Swiss Confed-
eration in 2013. The process of elite democratization that began to take
place resulted thus from a relative opening of the distribution and
retailing sector to women, probably for economic purposes: the
managers of these companies, which target a predominantly female
audience—and more specifically housewives—most likely hoped to
get to know their customers better by appointingwomen to their boards
of directors.77 The next important change that contributed to greater
inclusion of women in the corporate elite was the economic globaliza-
tion and internationalization that took place at the end of the twentieth
century and challenged in an important way the Swiss corporate
governance system and the corporate elites, whose profile had been
very stable until then.

75. Source: Dictionnaire historique de la Suisse, online version, accessed
March 18, 2018, www.hls-dhs-dss.ch.

76. Arfken, Bellar, and Helms, “Ultimate Glass,” 181.
77. This hypothesis needs to be confirmed, for example, by archival work in

retailing firms. It is, however, consistentwith an argument put forward in the debates
on board diversity, which claims that diversity allows a better understanding of the
marketplace, as women represent the majority of the population in most countries.
See, e.g., Campbell and Minguez-Vera, “Gender Diversity,” 440.
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Economic Globalization and the Increase in Female Board
Membership

Since the last decade of the twentieth century, the Swiss corporate
governance system has undergone some deep changes. Switzerland
began to converge more and more toward the liberal model during
the quickening of economic globalization.78 This evolution led to a
reconfiguration of the field of Swiss business elites: national resources,
such as the army, degrees in Swiss universities, and national networks,
became less important than experiences gained abroad and interna-
tional networks.79 This also led to a remarkable increase in the propor-
tion of foreigners among the corporate elite. In 1980, these foreigners
represented only 3.7 percent of the corporate elite of the 110 largest
Swiss firms; in 2000, this proportion reached 23.9 percent, and in 2010,
35.5 percent.80 The internationalization of the corporate elites was
especially strong in Switzerland, by comparison with other European
countries,81 and contributed to decreasing cohesion among the Swiss
elite and to the decline of interfirm ties.82

This evolution was also closely related to a partial transition from
family to investor capitalism.83 Several groups of actors, such as large
banks and financial companies, institutional investors, but also cor-
porate raiders and financial analysts, actively promoted a change in
large firms’ strategies, which became oriented more toward the max-
imization of shareholder value.84 The ideology of shareholder value
had been dominant in corporate governance from the 1980s among
U.S. and UK firms, before spreading progressively in European coun-
tries.85 In Switzerland, historical stockholders such as families
became less important. All these changes weakened the cohesion of
the ancient elite, thus providing an opportunity for new elites. The
decline of interlocking directorates among Swiss firms from the 1990s,
for example, meant that fewer board members were co-opted from
among other large Swiss firms than before. Although this mostly
benefited the foreigners, women were able to lower the glass ceiling
a little bit more.

In 2000, women represented 7.2 percent of the Swiss corporate elite,
and this proportion reached 15.1 percent in 2015. Although this

78. David et al., De la “Forteresse des Alpes.”
79. Bühlmann, David, and Mach, “Cosmopolitan Capitalism.”
80. Davoine et al., “Impacts,” 142.
81. Ruigrok and Greve, “The Rise,” 65–67.
82. Bühlmann, David, and Mach, “Cosmopolitan Capitalism.”
83. Ginalski, Du capitalisme.
84. David et al., De la “Forteresse des Alpes.”
85. Lazonick and O’Sullivan, “Maximizing Shareholder Value.”
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remains a small proportion in comparison to other Western countries,
the increase is noticeable compared with the previous decades (see
Table 1). The proportion of firms having at least one woman on the
board of directors increased to 78.2 percent, and the proportion of firms
having more than one female member rose to 40.0 percent. Moreover,
from this point on, women were present in all sectors of the economy
and were no longer only concentrated in the retail and distribution
sectors. This evolution can be explained by two main factors. First,
we observe an increase in women in the corporations close to the
Confederation, which were more inclined to promote gender equality.
Indeed, inNovember 2013, theFederal Council announced thatwomen
should represent 30 percent of the board members of the firms owned
by the Confederation, or close to it, by 2020.86 In 2015, there were, for
example, fourwomen and sixmen on the board of directors of the Swiss
Post, an organization wholly owned by the Swiss Confederation. The
second factor that contributed to an increase in women among the
boardrooms of large firms was the promotion of diversity management
strategies among somemultinational firms such as Nestlé (four women
among fourteen board members in 2015), UBS (three women among
eleven board members in 2015), and Novartis (three women among
twelve boardmembers in 2015). For instance, Peter Brabeck-Letmathe,
chairman of the board of directors of Nestlé, and Paul Bulcke, CEO,
insisted in a letter to the shareholders on referring to the firm’s
“progress in diversity and gender balance,”87 while the 2015 annual
report of UBS, the largest Swiss bank, declared: “We have focused the
majority of our effort in 2015 on gender diversity,” considering diver-
sity as a “competitive strength.”88 This kind of speech was typically in
line with the “business case” argument, claiming that diversity is good
for a business.

Compared with the previous decades, another striking change
consists in the increase in foreign women among the largest Swiss
enterprises, which resulted from the increasing internationalization
of the firms from the end of the twentieth century. In 2015, 39 percent
of the women sitting in the boardrooms were foreigners. As shown in
Heemskerk and Fennema’s study, there was also an important increase
in the share of foreign female directors on the board of the largest Dutch
firms, but in a larger proportion when compared with male directors.
This leads the authors to conclude that it was still very difficult for a

86. Source : Website of the Swiss Confederation, accessed July 17, 2018,
www.admin.ch/gov/fr/accueil/documentation/communiques.msg-id-50856.html.

87. Nestlé, Annual Review, 5.
88. UBS, Annual Report, 338; see also Beausire, Ces femmes.
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Dutch female to reach a top position, and even more “because of the
popularity of foreign females.”89 In Switzerland, the proportion of
foreigners among female directors was also slightly larger than the
proportion of foreigners among male directors, but in a less
important way.

Despite this progress, the corporate elite has remained a male bas-
tion. In particular, women have been continuously largely excluded
from the top positions in firms. Indeed, most of the women sitting on
the boards of directors have never acceded to the presidency, apart
from a few exceptions (one woman in 2010, and four in 2015). Like-
wise, women have remained globally excluded from the top executive
positions, including for the most recent period (see Table 2). In 2015,
there were only four women among the CEOs of the 110 largest Swiss
firms: Susanne Ruoff (Swiss Post), Magdalena Martullo-Blocher (EMS
Chemie), Jasmin Staiblin (Alpiq), and Suzanne Thoma (BKWEnergie).
These women showed very different profiles. The presence of
Susanne Ruoff can be explained by the fact that the Swiss Post is a
state-owned company, more inclined to apply gender equality (see
earlier discussion). Magdalena Martullo-Blocher inherited the direc-
tion of Ems Chemie from her father, the well-known far-right politi-
cian Christoph Blocher, who in 2004 handed the family firm to his
daughter and son when he was elected to the Federal Council. As for
Jasmin Staiblin, a German citizen and the only foreigner among these
female CEOs, she had been the head of ASEA Brown Boveri (ABB)
(2006–2012) before her appointment in 2009 to the general direction of
Alpiq. Finally, SuzanneThomawas fromAugust 2010 amember of the
executive board of BKW, before her appointment in 2013 as the new
CEO of the firm.

To conclude,we can say that the evolution of the position ofwomen
among the corporate elite at the beginning of the twenty-first century
was mitigated. On the one hand, there had been a clear improvement
when compared to the twentieth century. In 2015, three-quarters of the
largest Swiss firms had at least one woman on their boards, and these
firms encompassed almost all economic sectors. The female presence
was no longer concentrated in family firms, as it was during the first
half of the twentieth century, or in the very “feminine” retail and
distribution sector, as was the case at the beginning of the 1980s. On
the other hand, Switzerland was still clearly lagging behind other
European countries, and women were still encountering glass ceil-
ings, as they remained largely excluded from the leading positions
in firms.

89. Heemskerk and Fennema, “Women on Board,” 275.
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Conclusion

The aim of this research was to understand the historical and political
factors that have contributed to the enduring exclusion of women from
Swiss corporate boards. Contrary to a widespread view in the current
debates on boarddiversity, “the roots of gender inequality are not found
in the ‘inefficient’ use ofwomen’s labour,” but rather in the inequalities
of power based on sex.90 When it comes to corporate elites, these
inequalities are part of the gendered division of labor that was built
up during nineteenth-century industrialization.

The present contribution has focused on the Swiss case, where the
advance of women in the economic sphere has been especially slow in
comparison to other Western countries. As I have shown, three main
phases can be discerned in the long-termevolution ofwomen’s presence
among the 110 largest Swiss firms. During the greatest part of the twen-
tieth century, women represented less than 1 percent of the corporate
elite. At that time, corporate governance was dominated by family cap-
italism, which, interestingly, contributed both to the exclusion and to
the (very limited) integration of women in the firms. On the one hand,
family firms were clearly relying on a very patriarchal system, favoring
the male members of the family. On the other hand, however, the very
few women who could enter the boardrooms belonged to the families
owning the firms. The second phase starts in the 1970s and heralds a
progressive increase in the female presence, which had remained very
low and stable during previous decades. Women finally obtained the
right to vote and to be elected at the federal level in 1971, which gave a
decisive impulse to change the role andplace ofwomen inSwiss society.
The first women entering boardrooms in nonfamily firms were often
political activists, which is consistent with the findings of Heemskerk
and Fennema in the Dutch case. However, the process was different in
the Swiss case, as these women entered companies belonging to the
distribution and retailing companies in the private sector, rather than
state-owned firms. In this sense, external pressures on Swiss corporate
elites remained for a long time very weak, which contributes to explain-
ing the late process of elite democratization. Real change happened only
at the end of the twentieth century. The rapid economic globalization
and internationalization of the Swiss economy contributed to weaken-
ing corporate elite cohesion, andSwiss and foreignwomenbecamemore
and more present in Swiss firms.

Asboard recruitmenthas tended torelyonaprocessof co-optation, the
increase in women probably contributed—and will contribute in the

90. Roberts, “Financial Crisis,”95.
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future—to perpetuating the process. However, women were still hitting
the glass ceiling regarding the top positions in the firm, as only 4 percent
of them acceded to a chief executive position in 2015. Moreover, the few
women who succeeded in breaking the glass ceiling were often con-
fronted with strong criticisms, showing the enduring distinction made
between the household and work and the role assigned to women. Thus,
when Jasmin Staiblin, CEO of Alpiq and former CEO of ABB, tookmater-
nity leave in 2009, shewas harshly criticized by Roger Köppel, amember
of the Swiss People’s Party, who wrote in theWeltwoche: “No man in a
similar high ranking position would be allowed, in such a precarious
economic situation, to leave his firm for personal reasons.”91

In the end, these women’s history testifies to a deeply conservative
Switzerland,with several factors contributing to hinder the process of elite
democratization. I have insisted onmentioning the importance of the role
of the army in the elite recruitment process, as well as women’s extremely
late access to the right to vote.Thecustomaryweak interventionof the state
in the economy is another strong factor. Indeed, the state can promote the
presenceofwomenonboardsofdirectors in twoways:bygiving themseats
in state-owned companies, as the Netherlands has done, and by introduc-
ing female quotas in public limited companies, as mostWestern countries
have done. In Switzerland, the Federal Council waited until 2013 to intro-
duce a quota ofwomen on the boards of directors of the large firms close to
the Confederation, and until December 2015 to propose a project of reform
of legislation on companies limited by shares, aiming at 30 percent of
women on the boards of directors and 20 percent on the executive boards
by 2020.92 The project wasmuch less constraining than the French one, as
it was formulated as a mere recommendation, and no sanctions were
planned; it nevertheless provoked a general outcrywithin business circles.
In June 2018, the National Council finally ratified by a small margin the
Federal Council’s proposition.93 Finally, another factor that probably con-
tributed to Swiss backwardness lies in the fact that Switzerland is not a
member of the European Union, so the different discussions that have
taken place since 2006 at the European level in order to improve gender
equality94 might have at best indirect, but no direct effects.

This contribution is a first attempt to recount the role and place of
women on large Swiss firms’ corporate boards in a long-term

91. Roger Köppel, “Die Chefin,” Weltwoche, August 27 2009, accessed July
20, 2017, www.weltwoche.ch/ausgaben/2009-27/artikel-2009-27-editorial-die-ch.
html.

92. Source: Website of the Swiss Confederation, accessed July 17, 2018,
www.ejpd.admin.ch/ejpd/fr/home/aktuell/news/2015/2015-12-04.html.

93. Michel Guillaume, “Les ‘quotas’ féminins sauvés de justesse,” Le Temps,
June 14, 2018.

94. Blanchard, Le Feuvre, and Metso, “Les femmes.”
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perspective. It is only a starting point, and many further stimulating
researches remain to be done. For instance, a systematic analysis of the
profile of women who have acceded to the board of large firms in the
recent period sounds promising, notably in order to compare their pro-
file with that of the male elite. A more fine-grained analysis of the firms
that these women represent also deserves more attention. Finally, it
would be very interesting to integrate the findings on the Swiss case in
cross-national comparisons, which calls for more studies adopting a
historical perspective.

Bibliography of Works Cited

Books

Beauvoir, Simone de. Le deuxième sexe. I. Les faits et les mythes. Paris: Galli-
mard, 1976.

David, Thomas, Martin Lüpold, André Mach, and Gerhard Schnyder. De la
“Forteresse des Alpes” à la valeur actionnariale: histoire de la gouvernance
d’entreprise suisse au 20e siècle. Zurich: Seismo, 2015.

Ginalski, Stéphanie. Du capitalisme familial au capitalisme financier? Le
cas de l’industrie suisse des machines, de l’électrotechnique et de la
métallurgie au 20e siècle. Neuchâtel: Alphil-Presses universitaires suisses,
2015.

James, Harold. Family Capitalism: Wendels, Haniels, Falcks and the Con-
tinental European Model. Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press,
2006.

Kwolek-Folland, Angel. Incorporating Women: A History of Women and Busi-
ness in the United States. New York: Twayne Publishers, 1998.

Mach, André, Thomas David, Stéphanie Ginalski, and Felix Bühlmann. Les
élites économiques suisses au XXe siècle. Neuchâtel: Alphil-Presses univer-
sitaires suisses, 2016.

Mills, C. Wright. The Power Elite. New York: Oxford University Press, 2000.
Pavillon, Monique. Les immobilisées. Les femmes suisses en 39–45. Lausanne:

Editions d’en bas, 1989.
Pilotti, Andrea. Entre démocratisation et professionnalisation: le Parlement

suisse et ses membres de 1910 à 2016. Zurich, Genève: Seismo, 2017.
Schoeni, Céline. Crise économique des années 1930 et travail féminin: retour à

l’ordre. Lausanne: Antipodes, 2011.
Schwarzenbach, Alexis.Maman, tu dois lire mon livre. Annemarie Schwarzen-

bach, sa mère et sa grand-mère. Geneva: Éditions Métropolis, 2007.
Vinnicombe, Susan, Val Singh, Ronald R. Burke, Diana Bilimoria, and Morten

Huse, eds. Women on Corporate Boards of Directors. Cheltenham, UK: Elgar,
2008.

Yeager, Mary, ed. Women in Business. Cheltenham, UK: Elgar, 1999, 3 vols.

Gender Inequality on Swiss Corporate Boards 207

https://doi.org/10.1017/eso.2019.64 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/eso.2019.64


Articles and Chapters

Adams, Renée B., and Daniel Ferreira. “Women in the Boardroom and Their
Impact on Governance and Performance.” Journal of Financial Economics,
94 (2009): 291–309.

Arfken, Deborah E., Stéphanie L. Bellar, and Marilyn M. Helms. “The Ultimate
Glass Ceiling Revisited: The Presence of Women on Corporate Boards.”
Journal of Business Ethics, 50 (March 2004): 177–186.

Bender, Anne-Françoise, Rey Dang, and Marie-José Scotto. “Les profils des
femmes membres des conseils d’administration en France.” Travail, genre
et sociétés, 1, no. 35 (2016): 67–85.

Billing, Yvonne D., and Mats Alvesson. “Questioning the Notion of Feminine
Leadership: A Critical Perspective on the Gender Labelling of Leadership.”
Gender, Work and Organization, 7 (July 2000): 144–157.

Blanchard, Soline, Nicky Le Feuvre, and Milka Metso. “Les femmes cadres et
dirigeantes d'entreprise en Europe. De la sous-représentation aux politiques
de promotion de l'égalité dans la prise de décision économique.” Informa-
tions sociales, 1, no. 151 (2009): 72–81.

Bühlmann, Felix, Thomas David, and AndréMach. “Cosmopolitan Capital and
the Internationalization of the Field of Business Elites: Evidence from the
Swiss Case.” Cultural Sociology, 7 (June 2013): 211–229.

Campbell, Kevin, and Antonio Minguez-Vera. “Gender Diversity in the Board-
room and Firm Financial Performance.” Journal of Business Ethics, 83
(December 2008): 435–451.

Colli, Andrea, Paloma Fernández Pérez, and Mary B. Rose. “National Determi-
nants of Family Firm Devlopment? Family Firms in Britain, Spain, and Italy
in the Nineteenth and Twentieth Centuries.” Enterprise & Society, 4 (March
2003): 28–64.

Colli, Andrea, and Mary B. Rose. “Family Business.” In The Oxford Handbook
of Business History, edited by Geoffrey Jones and Jonathan Zeitlin, 194–217.
Oxford: University Press, 2008.

Cousin, Bruno, Shamus Khan, and Ashley Mears. “Theoretical and Methodo-
logical Pathways for Research on Elites.” Socio-Economic Review, 16 (April
2018): 225–249.

Curli, Barbara. “Women Entrepreneurs and Italian Industrialization: Conjec-
tures and Avenues for Research.” Enterprise & Society, 3 (December 2002):
634–656.

David, Thomas, Eric Davoine, Stéphanie Ginalski, and André Mach. “Elites
nationales ou globalisées? Les dirigeants des grandes entreprises suisses
entre standardisation et spécificités helvétiques (1980–2000).” Swiss Journal
of Sociology, 38 (March 2012): 57–76.

Davoine, Eric, Stéphanie Ginalski, André Mach, and Claudio Ravasi. “Impacts
of Globalization Processes on the Swiss National Business Elite Community:
A Diachronic Analysis of Swiss Large Corporations (1980–2010).” Research
in the Sociology of Organizations, 43 (2015): 131–163.

Dyllick, Thomas, and Daniel Torgler. “Bildungshintergrund von Führungskräf-
ten und Platzierungsstärke von Universitäten in der Schweiz.” Die Unter-
nehmung, 61, no. 1 (2007): 71–96.

208 GINALSKI

https://doi.org/10.1017/eso.2019.64 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/eso.2019.64


Erhardt, Niclas L., James D. Werbel, and Charles B. Shrader. “Board of Director
Diversity and Firm Financial Performance.” Corporate Governance, 11
(April 2003): 102–111.

Fraisse, Geneviève, and Michèle Perrot. “Ordres et libertés.” In Histoire des
femmes en occident, edited by Georges Duby and Michelle Perrot, vol. 4, Le
XIXe siècle, edited by Geneviève Fraisse and Michèle Perrot, 11–18. Paris:
Perrin, 2002.

Ginalski, Stéphanie, Thomas David, and André Mach. “From National Cohe-
sion to Transnationalization: The Changing Role of Banks in the Swiss Com-
pany Network (1910–2010).” In The Power of Corporate Networks: A
Comparative and Historical Perspective, edited by Thomas David and Ger-
arda Westerhuis, 107–124. London: Routledge, 2014.

Göransson, Anita. “Gender and Property Rights: Capital, Kin, and Owner Influ-
ence in Nineteenth- and Twentieth-Century Sweden.” Business History, 35,
no. 2 (1993): 11–32.

Heemskerk, Eelke, and Meindert Fennema. “Women on Board: Female Board
Membership as a Form of Elite Democratization.” Enterprise & Society, 15
(June 2014): 252–284.

Heemskerk, Eelke, and Gerhard Schnyder. “Small States, International Pres-
sures, and Interlocking Directorates: The Cases of Switzerland and the Neth-
erlands.” European Management Review, 5 (Spring 2008): 41–54.

Hoel, Marit. “The Quota Story: Five Years of Change in Norway.” InWomen on
Corporate Boards of Directors, edited by Susan Vinnicombe, Val Singh,
Ronald R. Burke, Diana Bilimoria, and Morten Huse, 79-87. Cheltenham,
UK: Elgar, 2008.

Jianakoplos, Nancy A., and Alexandra Bernasek. “Are Women More Risk
Averse?” Economic Inquiry, 36 (October 1998): 620–630.

Kwolek-Folland, Angel. “Gender andBusiness History.”Enterprise & Society, 2
(March 2001): 1–10.

Lagrave, Rose-Marie. “Une émancipation sous tutelle. Éducation et travail des
femmes au XXe siècle.” In Histoire des femmes en occident, edited by
Georges Duby andMichelle Perrot, vol. 5, Le XXe siècle, edited by Françoise
Thébaud, 581–623. Paris: Perrin, 2002.

Landrieux-Kartochian, Sophie. “Femmes et performance des entreprises,
l’émergence d’une nouvelle problématique.” Travail et Emploi, 102 (April–
June 2005): 11–20.

Lazonick, William, and Mary O'Sullivan. “Maximizing Shareholder Value: A
New Ideology for Corporate Governance.” Economy and Society, 29 (Febru-
ary 2000): 13–35.

Lucas, Isabelle, Stéphanie Ginalski, and Thomas David. “Le recrutement des
hauts dirigeants d’entreprises suisses (1910–1980).” Le Mouvement Social,
266, no. 1 (2019): 49–66.

Maltby, Josephine, and Janette Rutterford. “‘She Possessed Her Own Fortune’:
Women Investors from the Late Nineteenth Century to the Early Twentieth
Century.” Business History, 48, no. 2 (2006): 220–253.

Mazbouri, Malik, and Monique Pavillon. “La dot et l’hypothèque.” Traverse.
Zeitschrift für Geschichte/Revue d’histoire, 2, no. 2 (1995): 78–96.

Gender Inequality on Swiss Corporate Boards 209

https://doi.org/10.1017/eso.2019.64 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/eso.2019.64


Niederle, Muriel, and Lise Vesterlund. “Do Women Shy away from Competi-
tion? Do Men Compete too Much?” Quarterly Journal of Economics, 122
(August 2007): 1067–1101.

Nordlund Edvinsson, Therese. “Standing in the Shadow of the Corporation:
Women’s Contribution to Swedish Family Business in the Early Twentieth
Century.” Business History, 58, no. 4 (2016): 532–546.

Post, Corinne, and Kris Byron. “Women on Boards and Firm Financial Perfor-
mance: A Meta-Analysis.” Academy of Management Journal, 58 (October
2015): 1546–1571.

Prügl, Elisabeth. “‘If LehmanBrothersHadBeen LehmanSisters…’: Gender and
Myth in the Aftermath of the Financial Crisis.” International Political Soci-
ology 6 (March 2012): 21–35.

Rabier, Marion. “Élites.” In Dictionnaire. Genre et science politique, edited by
CatherineAchin andLaureBereni, 204–215. Paris: Presses de Sciences Po, 2013.

Roberts, Adrienne. “Financial Crisis, Financial Firms… and Financial Femi-
nism? The Rise of ‘Transnational Business Feminism’ and the Necessity of
Marxist-Feminist IPE.” Socialist Studies/Études socialistes, 8 (Autumn
2012): 85–108.

Ruigrok, Winfried, and Peder Greve. “The Rise of an International Market for
Executives in Europe.” In Markets and Compensation for Executives in
Europe, edited by Lars Oxelheim and Clas Wihlborg, 53–78. Bingley, UK:
Emerald Group, 2008.

Ruigrok, Winfried, Simon Peck, and Sabina Tacheva. “Nationality and Gender
Diversity on Swiss Corporate Boards.” Corporate Governance 15 (July 2007):
546–557.

Schnyder, Gerhard, Martin Lüpold, André Mach, and Thomas David. The Rise
and Decline of the Swiss Company Network During the 20th Century. IEPI
Working Paper. Lausanne: Institut d’Études Politiques et Internationales,
2005.

Schulz, Patricia. “Une combinaison délétère, ou la néfaste interaction pour les
femmes du droit public et du droit privé, en droit suisse.” In La politique des
droits. Citoyenneté et construction des genres aux 19e et 20e siècles, edited
by Hans Ulrich Jost, Monique Pavillon, and François Valloton, 129–144.
Paris: Kimé, 1994.

Scott, Joan W. “Gender: A Useful Category of Historical Analysis.” American
Historical Review, 91 (December 1986): 1053–1075.

———. “La travailleuse.” InHistoire des femmes en occident, edited byGeorges
Duby andMichelle Perrot, vol. 4, Le XIXe siècle, edited by Geneviève Fraisse
and Michèle Perrot, 479–531. Paris: Perrin, 2002.

Sealy, Ruth, Susan Vinnicombe, and Val Singh. “The Pipeline to the Board
Finally Opens:Women's Progress on FTSE 100 Boards in the UK.” InWomen
on Corporate Boards of Directors, edited by Susan Vinnicombe, Val Singh,
Ronald R. Burke, Diana Bilimoria, and Morten Huse, 37–46. Cheltenham,
UK: Elgar, 2008.

Sineau, Mariette. “Droit et démocratie.” In Histoire des femmes en occident,
edited by Georges Duby and Michelle Perrot, vol. 5, Le XXe siècle, edited by
Françoise Thébaud, 631–665. Paris: Perrin, 2002.

210 GINALSKI

https://doi.org/10.1017/eso.2019.64 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/eso.2019.64


Singh, Val, Sebastien Point, Yves Moulin, and Andrès Davila. “Legitimacy
Profiles of Women Directors on Top French Company Boards.” Journal of
Management Development, 34, no. 7 (2015): 803–820.

Singh, Val, and Susan Vinnicombe. “Why So FewWomen Directors in Top UK
Boardrooms? Evidence and Theoretical Explanations.” Corporate Gover-
nance, 12 (October 2004): 479–488.

Singh, Val, Susan Vinnicombe, and Phyl Johnson. “Women Directors on Top
UK Boards.” Corporate Governance, 9 (July 2001): 206–216.

Sohn, Anne-Marie. “Entre deux guerres. Les rôles féminins en France et en
Angleterre.” In Histoire des femmes en occident, edited by Georges Duby
and Michelle Perrot, vol. 5, Le XXe siècle, edited by Françoise Thébaud,
165–195. Paris: Perrin.

Studer, Brigitte. “‘L’État c’est l’homme’: politique, citoyenneté et genre dans le
débat autour du suffrage féminin après 1945.” Revue Suisse d’histoire, 46
(1996): 356–382.

Thébaud, Françoise. “Introduction.” InHistoire des femmes en occident, edited
by Georges Duby and Michelle Perrot, vol. 5, Le XXe siècle, edited by Fran-
çoise Thébaud, 63–77. Paris: Perrin, 2002.

———. “La grande Guerre. Le triomphe de la division sexuelle.” InHistoire des
femmes en occident, edited by Georges Duby and Michelle Perrot, vol. 5,
Le XXe siècle, edited by Françoise Thébaud, 85–144. Paris: Perrin, 2002.

Yeager, Mary. “Reframing Business Realities: A Look Back into the Future of
AmericanBusinessHistory.”Travail, genreet sociétés, 1, no. 13 (2005): 95–113.

Reports

Egon Zehnder. Global Board Diversity Analysis. Zurich: Egon Zehnder Interna-
tional, 2016. www.gbda.online/assets/EZ_2016GBDA_DIGITAL.pdf. Accessed
March 20, 2018.

Nestlé. Annual Review 2015. Cham and Vevey: Nestlé SA.
UBS. Annual Report 2015. Zurich: UBS Group AG.

Unpublished Materials

Beausire, Guillaume. Ces femmes à l’épreuve des hautes sphères économiques:
lumières sur les fissures du plafond de verre en 2015. Unpublished Master
Class Report, University of Lausanne, June 2017.

Gender Inequality on Swiss Corporate Boards 211

https://doi.org/10.1017/eso.2019.64 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://www.gbda.online/assets/EZ_2016GBDA_DIGITAL.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1017/eso.2019.64

	Who Runs the Firm? A Long-Term Analysis of Gender Inequality on Swiss Corporate Boards
	Introduction
	The Historical Exclusion of Women from Corporate Elites
	The Turn of the Twenty-First Century and the Debates on Board Diversity
	Women on Corporate Boards: The Swiss Case in International Comparison
	Data and Method
	(More Than) One Century of Exclusion
	Family Capitalism and the Invisible Role of Women
	The Right to Be a Citizen: A Tipping Point
	Economic Globalization and the Increase in Female Board Membership
	Conclusion
	Bibliography of Works Cited
	Books
	Articles and Chapters
	Reports
	Unpublished Materials



